REMARKS 

The Office Action dated September 1, 2005, has been received and carefully 
noted. Applicants respectfully request reconsideration of this application in view of the 
foregoing amendment and the following remarks. 

By the foregoing amendment, claims 1 and 5 have been amended. New claims 1 1 
and 12 have been added. Thus, claims 1-12 are now pending in the application and 
subject to examination. Applicants respectfully submit that no new matter is added. 
Examiner Interview 

Applicants would like to personally thank Examiner Gibson for agreeing to two 
interviews with Applicants' attorneys Sam Huang and Sam Olive. Examiner Gibson 
granted a second interview under short notice and without compulsion under the rules, 
for which Applicants are grateful. Pursuant to Examiner Gibson's request, Applicants 
have amended independent claims 1 and 5 in order to further clarify the claimed 
invention. 
Allowed Claims 

As a preliminary matter, Applicants would like to thank the Examiner for indicating 
that claims 9 and 10 are allowable as written. 
New Claims 

Claims 11 and 12 are added by this amendment. As claims 11 and 12 depend 
from allowable claim 9, Applicants respectfully submit that claims 11 and 12 are also 
allowable for at least the same reasons that claim 9 is allowable. 
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Claim Rejection under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) 

Claims 1, 3-5, 7, and 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as being anticipated 
by Okada (U.S. Patent No. 6,538,559). To the extent that this rejection remains 
applicable to the claims currently pending, Applicants respectfully traverse the rejection. 

In one embodiment of the present invention, a failure diagnosis means is disposed 
in the vehicle, which causes a failure diagnosis signal to be sent from the vehicular 
transmitter in place of the transmission request signal, thereby enabling diagnosis of a 
failure of the vehicular transmitter. Further, an indicating means is disposed in the 
portable unit so that when the failure diagnosis signal is received, the indicating means is 
placed in operation. More specifically, in the failure diagnosis mode, the portable unit 
receives the failure diagnosis signal, and only the indicating means thereof is operated, 
without transmitting the response signal. 

Accordingly, the portable unit achieves significant power savings, and an operator 
of the portable unit can easily judge based merely on operation or non-operation of the 
indicating means in the handheld portable unit, whether or not there has been a failure of 
the vehicular transmitter, thus greatly simplifying the failure diagnosis operation. 

Further, according to one embodiment of the present invention, the components to 

be diagnosed for failures include only the vehicular transmitter and the receiver of the 

portable unit, simplifying determination of the failure location, and allowing for accurate 

analysis of the cause of the failure. For example, if the LED of the portable unit does not 

illuminate as expected, the portable unit is replaced with a different unit. If the LED of the 

substituted portable unit still does not illuminate, then it can be determined that the 
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vehicular transmitter is malfunctioning. In this way, one embodiment of the present 
invention determines the precise location in need of failure diagnosis. 

Claim 1 sets forth a "portable unit having indicating means for indicating a failure 
status." The Office Action asserts that this feature is taught by Okada in column 2, line 
61, to column 3, line 4. However, nowhere in these lines is any reference made to an 
indicating means. The mobile unit of Okada consists of a transmission antenna, a 
receiving antenna, a transmitting-receiving circuit, an ECU, a memory, a lock switch, an 
unlock switch, and a trunk switch (see Okada, Fig, 3, and col. 4, lines 42-50). Okada fails 
to teach a portable unit having indicating means. Okada merely discloses a "warning 
portion" which emits a response sound (see Okada, col. 4, lines 34-36), but this portion is 
part of the vehicle-mounted apparatus 10 (see Okada, Fig. 1). 

Claim 1 also sets forth a "decision means for determining the reception of a failure 
diagnosis signal transmitted to said portable unit instead of said request signal, wherein 
said indicating means is operated and transmission of said response signal is prohibited 
when said decision means determines the reception of the failure diagnosis signal." 
Okada fails to teach or disclose such a feature. Okada discloses instead that, when the 
failure diagnosis mode is set, the vehicle mounted device 10 transmits a first request 
signal associated with releasing a door lock to the mobile unit 60, wherein diagnosis for 
the existence of a failure is performed by whether or not a response sound is emitted by 
the warning portion (see Okada, col. 2, line 61 to col. 3, line 4, and col. 6, lines 36-62). 
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The invention of claim 1 sets forth a "transmission of said response signal is 
prohibited when said decision means determines the reception of the failure diagnosis 
signal," which is the opposite of the operation of Okada. 

For at least the reasons listed above, Applicants submit that claim 1, as amended, 
is allowable over the cited prior art. As claim 1 is allowable, Applicants submit that claims 
3 and 4, which depend from allowable claim 1 , are likewise allowable over the cited prior 
art. 

Also, similarly to the discussion above regarding claim 1 , Applicants submit that 
claim 5 is allowable over the cited prior art at least because the cited prior art does not 
teach or disclose the limitation of a portable unit, having indicating means for indicating a 
failure status and means for operating the indicating means while prohibiting transmission 
of the response signal, in response to the failure diagnosis signal, as set forth in 
independent claim 5. 

As claim 5 is allowable, Applicants submit that claims 7 and 8, which depend from 
allowable claim 5, is likewise allowable over the cited prior art. 
Claim Rejection under 35 U.S.C. $ 103(a) 

Claims 2 and 6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Okada in view of Tagawa et al. (U.S. Patent No. 5,982,292, hereinafter Tagawa"). To 
the extent that this rejection remains applicable to the pending claims, Applicants 
respectfully traverse the rejection. 

In order to establish prima facie obviousness, the prior art references must teach 

or suggest all the elements of the claimed invention. M.P.E.P. § 2143. Dependent 
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claims 2 and 6 incorporate all the limitations of claims 1 and 5, respectively. Tagawa 
merely discloses an LED display means, and thus does not cure the deficiencies of 
Okada, as discussed above with respect to independent claims 1 and 5. Neither Okada 
nor Tagawa, alone or in combination, teach or suggest all the features of the claimed 
inventions. 

For at least this reason, Applicants submit that claims 2 and 6 are allowable over 
the cited prior art. 
Conclusion 

Applicants respectfully submit that this application is in condition for allowance and 
such action is earnestly solicited. If the Examiner believes that anything further is 
desirable in order to place this application in even better condition for allowance, the 
Examiner is invited to contact Applicants' undersigned representative at the telephone 
number listed below to schedule a personal or telephone interview to discuss any 
remaining issues. 
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In the event that this paper is not considered to be timely filed, an appropriate 
extension of time is requested. Any fees for such an extension, together with any 
additional fees that may be due with respect to this paper, may be charged to counsel's 
Deposit Account Number 01-2300, referencing Docket Number 025416-00005. 
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